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exceptional comfort" owing to the Permanent Settlement.
"The Government of India indeed know of no ground what-
ever", the Resolution stated, "for the contention that Ben-
gal has been saved from famine by the Permanent Settle-
ment." In trying to discredit Romesh Dutt's views in this
connection the Resolution was less than fair to him. "Suffi-
cient stress has not been paid in the recommendations of
Mr. Dutt and the memorialists," it said, ".for placing a limit
on the demands of the Zemindars from their rcdyats. If it
is the interests of the raiyat that are at stake, and that
stand in most urgent need of protection, that protection is
not less necessary when his payments are made -to a native
landlord in the form of rent, than when they are made in
the form of Land Revenue to the British Government."
Romesh Dutt replied to the first point of criticism and
pointed out that he had not said that the Permanent Settle-
ment had saved Bengal from famines. He had merely stated
that the Bengal raiyat was better able to withstand a famine
than his less favoured brethren of Southern India. With re-
gard to the second argument he pointed out that he had not
said that the comparatively better position of the Bengal
peasants was due to the Permanent Settlement alone. He
had distinctly referred to the beneficial results of the Te-
nancy, Act.'Indeed, the criticism that he did not sufficiently
emphasise the need for reducing the burden on the pea-
sants was unfair to him, for long before the Government
Resolution was published he had written to the Pioneer:
"I hold no brief for Zamindars, or talukdars, or mal-
guzars, or landlords of any class. I hold and have held all
through my official life that the actual cultivators of the
soil should be lightly assessed. The cultivators are the
nation in India, and if they are well off the nation is pros-
perous and resourceful, and famines would not be the terri-
ble calamities that they are now."

